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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
1~ Statement of Problem 
Explanation of stUdy on music talent testing.-- This 
thesis is an investigation of mus.ieal talent of the children 
in the fourth grades.of the Warwick, Rhode Island public 
schools by means of a standardized test entitled, "The 
Kwalwasser Music Talent Test.u1/ 
The purpose of testing is to e.valuat.e each child by 
charting the results. of the score of: the music test in tenns 
of percentiles, along with chronological ages and intelligence 
quotient. With. these results and a consideration of' physical 
t:actors, a special .et:fort is m.ade to have children of average 
or above average a.bi.lity in mus.ic· study a suitable instrument. 
The ~walwasser Music Talent. Te.st can be c.omple.tely admin-
istered in a thi.rty-minute period. A shor.t. tes.t is more 
practical for elementary children.. Young children tire 
easily and their powers .of: concentration ar.e limited. This 
test is of su.f'ficient length to test tm pupil in pitch, 
rhythm, loudness, and .time. I.t. is adequate to gi.ve a comparable 
measure of tm student's audi.tor.y p.otential. 
Through t.esting and e.valuating eaeh child, a more 
practical instrumental.program may be administei'ed on all 
1/Jacob Kwalwass.er, Kwalwasse.r Music Talent Test, Form B, 
'!o~inch disc, 78 r.p.m., 10 minutes, .Mills Music, Inc., 
New York 19, 1953. 
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~ elementary level in a large school system. 
2. Justi~ication or the Problem 
Purpos.e of' testing.-- The trial and error method proves 
much too costly t'or i'amilies and school sys tams to f'inance.Y 
_Only by caref'ul. te.s.ting can one hope to put instrumental study 
at the elementary. level on. a sound basis. 
Kwalwas.ser, in his research, has developed a test to be 
given to children at the f'ollrth gr.ade level. This test ex-
amines natural abili.ty in pit.ch, rhythm, loudness, and .time. 
By the use of this .test, latent talent. may be .located, 
evaluated; and, through. co.operation. of' the .home, .ins.trmnental 
study may be s tar.te d in class. le. sso ns. in . school time, - in 
private study, or both. Otherwise, this musical potential 
might remain dormant. 
Children who study stringed ins.truments. need to be 
especially sensitive to pitch •. In the Kwalwasser Music Talent 
Test, the student mus.t. discriminate between pi.tch .and .rhythm, 
pitch and. loudness,_ or .pitch and time. in thi.rty of the f'orty 
ehoicesY given. Theref'ore, if' a child achi.ev.es .a go.od score 
on the test and he i.s of average or above average intelligence, 
his chances of being a succ.ess:t'ul player on a. stringed instru-
ment are good. 
]/Jacob Kwalwass.er, .Prohlems. in Public .. S.chool .. Music, M. Whit-
mark and. Sons, N.ew York, 1932, 10:129. 
2/Jaeob Kwalwasser, Music Tale.nt Teat, Mi.lls .. Music, .Inc., 
Talent Test Sheet, 195'3 •. (See Appendix p. 71) 
.. 
A child not receiving an average score on the talent 
test may stucil:y an instrument. Students weak in pitch dis-
crimination can learn to play instruments. which are key 
contrOlled, such as the piano, organ,. woodwinds, or brass. 
If' a child cannot give of' his talents to music, possibly 
music can help the growth of the &lll.ld. 
Through a preliminary survey!/ sent to twenty-three 
3 
school systems in the United States, it was f'ound that over 
65 per cent of the schools pre-test.ed students be:f'ore the 
study of instrumental music .in the ele:rmntary school.. In 
other instances, Songflutes and Tonet.t.es .we.re. use.d by third 
grade pupils. If the child was successf'ul on this pre -bard 
instrument, it was as.sum.e d he would. be sue cessf.ul on other 
instrumen.ts of the band or orchestra .. 
Therefore, t.brough a .thorough inv.estiga.tion and eYalu-
ation of.music talent.at the. fourthgrade.level, it is hoped 
to locate and give opportunity :f'or ins.t.rumental. study to 
those children who are. endowed with a .. special talent in music. 
KwalwasserYsays., nonly scient.if.i.e research will enable 
us to plan and execute a musical. educa.t.ion intelligently." 
.!/Se~ Survey Ch~rt Apperrl.i:x:. Page 70. 
2_/ Jacob Kwa.lwass er, Pr.oblems . in. P.ubl.i.c . S.chool Musi e., M. Whit-
marsh and Sons, New York, 1932,.10:129. 
--
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3· Talent ·Testing 
Music talent testing should be started at ~eurth grade 
level.-- The child starting the stu.dy or an instrument is 
orten unduly inf'luenced by instrumental. demonstrations given 
by adults who are pr<:>ressi.onal instrumentalists. A child 
hearing a vio.lin .played by a proressional instrumentalist 
might be influenced. t.o .purchase this. kind er instrument, when 
actually he .sho.uld .b.e .. starting. on a keyed. ins.tr111ment because 
or a pitch de:fie.ieney. Like.wise, a .:fine w:eedwind or brass 
player might give a :fine demonstratien and the child be 
inf'lueneed to purchase either one, when ac.tually he has the 
potential or a fine stri.ng player. 
The sensible way te a.ttack the problem o:f the pr0per 
instrument for the proper ehi.ld i11 te explore the child' • 
potential, consider the. physi.cal. aspects. (i.e., pretruding 
teeth, asthma, . et.e.), weigh .. the desires. of the child as to 
his choice o:r ins.trument, discuss. the .choi.ce o:f instrument 
with the parents, then sele.ct .the proper instrument :ror the 
child. 
I:f a child does not. show potential. r.or the instrument· 
o:f his choice, it is better that he wai.t or diseentinue any 
idea of .instrumental study .. i:a public schoel .c.lasaes. If' the 
:family ean give the child private lessons and purchase an 
instrument, the school is absolved. of responsibility, amd 
the parent may pr0eeed at his own discretion. 
In our. paelie scho~>ls,. it is necessary to give group 
instruction, class less0ns, as they are called. A child 
- def'icient in pitch n.eeds mu.ch individual help. Such a:n. 
individual will take s.o mueh ef the instructor• s time, the 
majority will not progress at a n.ormal rate o.f sp.eea. Our 
ela,ss lessons. will progress rapidly when children are study-
ing instruments. for :which they are best adapted. 
Therefore, children properly placed en.. instruments fr0111. 
' 
the beginning o:r their study will show. constant growth, :reel 
personal satis.:faction in .accomplishment, and c .. ontinue the 
study of their inat.rument on .through jum.ior and senior high 
sehaol. 
• CHAPTER II . 
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE OF TALENT TESTING 
ON EI.EMENTARY IEVEL 
1. The Kwalwasser Test 
Kwalwas.ser Music Talent Test.-- The Kwalwasser Music 
. 1' 
Talent Test~ is a methed of measuring musical aptitude by 
testing the auditery potential 0-r the ehild. This test is 
net ini'luenced by any previeus musical training and meas-eres 
onl:r the child's abilit.y te diserimi:mate between pitch, 
rhythm, loudness, .and time. 
On.the recording,g/ the tone is made by an electronic 
device called an ttGseillater.n which generates a tone rel- r 
atively free from evertones. 
After. heari:mg a recorded three-tone pattern waich is 
repeated with a diff.erence, the child is teld to check 
whether the dif'ference .is one o:f pitch, rhythm, loudness, 
or time. 
Bui.lding of' the t.est.-- There are f'erty dif'f'erent 
choices to be macl.e. The pitches used in the r"ecording are 
~~ f, and G, tuned to tempered seale f'requ.eneies ef' 659, 
698, and 783 cycles per seeend, accerding to the descriptien 
!/Jaceb Kwalwa.sser, Kwalwasser Music Talent Test, Mills Music, 
I:me., New York 19, 19S3e 
ljJaeeb Kwalwasser, Kwalwasser Musi.c Talent Test, Form B, 
lO.,.ineh disc, 78 r .. p .. m., 10 minutes, Mills Musie, Inc.~~ 
New York 19, 1953. 
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ef the test as presented in the manual. 
Changes introduced in pitch, rhythm, loudness, and time 
are planned and measured, being controlled for the purpose of 
testing the child 1 s ability to di a criminate. This dis crimi-
nation is an indication of the degree of musical talent which 
the child possesses. 
The building of the test was based on the .following .facts: 
Pitch, 15 to 70 cents;1f Time, 15 per cent to 40 per cent; 
Loudness, 3 to 10 decibels;Y and in Rhythm, from more- to-less 
di.fficult changes in pattern. 
On the recording, the pitches are produced with the aid 
o.f an electronic device. Another electronic instrument, a 
stroboscope, was used to ebeck the steadiness of the pitch • 
Decibel meters and sound level instruments eheck the loudness 
patterns qn the recording, while the time variable was 
controlled by the use of analyti.cal .tape. This is the pr0eess 
evolved as described in the manual .for administering the test. 
Terms .explained.-- In explaining the terms, the following 
explanation may be given to distinguish differences: 
1. Pitch, when the tones are raised or lowered 
2. Time, when the tones move .faster or slower 
3. Loudnes.s, when three tones are weaker or stronger 
than another group. of three tones 
1/A cent represents 1/100 of a semitone. 
g/A decibel is a unit measuring loudness, checked by a 
decibel meter. 
• 
• 
4e Rhythm, when tke pattern is changed from short-
long-long to long-short-long or visa versa. 
8 
The beat never varies in the rhythm change; however, it does 
vary in the time change. 
Kwalwasser says it is not possible to increase a child's 
potential; all we can do is develop the native capacity 
possessed by the child. This is the major reason for talent 
testing. The type of musi.c instruction must be proportionate 
with the kind and amount of music talent the student possesses. 
2. The Seashore Measure of Musi.cal Talent 
. 1/ 
The. Seashore Test.:=~ --The Seashore Measure tests in the 
area of pitch, loudness, time, timbre, rhythm, and tonal 
memory. This t.est is recorded on an album· of three records, 
78 r.p.m., and can be used at the f"ifth grade level. This 
test is considered to be a standard measure and is used in 
anthropology for comparison of natural capacities in di.f-
ferent races and cultural levels; ror analysis o.f inheritance 
of' talent; and for auditory skills. This test may be used 
f'or music talent testing; it may also be used in acoustical 
research. When us.ed in a :favorable atmosphere, and with the 
proper motivat.ion and wisdom in interpretation, it is a f'ully 
adequate measuring instrument. 
The time :factor rules out this test for large schools. 
One rendition of each of. the six mea.sures may be made with 
.!/Carl E. Seashore, Don Lewis, and Joseph G. Saetvi tt, 
Seashore Measure. of' Musi.cal .Talent, Revised 1939, R. C. A. 
Victor Company, Camden, New Jersey. 
• 
• 
a time allotment of one hour or two half-hour periods. The 
two half-hour periods are especially necessary with children 
in elementary grades to avoid fatigue. If a large group 
of children are .to be tested (i.e., over one thousand), it 
would be almost impossible to use this Seashore Measure be-
cause of the time involved in a.dmini.stering and correcting. 
3· The Gillespie Test 
The Gillespie TestY measures pitch. dis crimination, 
rhythm distinction, and mel0dic.-harmonic memory. The test 
is given with the use of piano, for. melody, and drumsticks 
and wood1Dlocks, for the rhythm distinction test. 
The pitch discrimination is the child's ability ta 
discern whether one note is .bigher or lower than a given note. 
The rhythmic distinction is the child's ability to 
distinguish rhythm patterns as being the same or different 
', 
from a. given pattern. 
The melodic-harmonic memory.work shows the child's 
ability to recal.l wh.ether there .are changes .in a. tonal pattern 
and which note is changed. 
The inadequacies o:f this t.est lie in the t-aet that it is 
administered. by an adult playing the. piano and involves tae 
possibility .of human error. Tae same is true in the use of 
the drumsticks. and woodblocks be.ca.use of the variance in 
lfD • .r. Gillespie,. Constraction and EvaluatiCDn 0f a Test of 
Musical.. Talent for Grades .rv, V, VI, Unpublished Master's 
Thesis, Boston University, 1953. 
• 
• 
• 
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human rhythms. These inadequacies could be eliminated by 
placing the test on a tape or a record. This would guarantee 
that the test could be given exactly the sante. for each child 
and would increase the reliability and validity. With dif-
ferent teache.rs glving the te.st and the pos sibillty of human 
error, the results wou.ld not be c emparable. 
lj_ •. The Kwalwasser-Dykema Test 
. 1' The Kwalwasser-Dykema Test.:t measures several areas: 
tonal-memory, qual.lty discrimination, intensity dlscriminatlon, 
rhythm discrimination, pitch differences, melodic appreciatic:m, 
pitch imagery, rhythm differences. 
The value of these tests lies in ob.taining an over-all 
picture of tbe musical aeility of children, ten years of age 
and up. The a bill ty .to read musical notation is necessary in 
two of the tests, that o.f pitch and rhythm imagery. 
The test with time and rhythm factors were cut on a Duo-
Art piano-roll (l.e., player piano). The test also appears on 
records, in its entirety. 
5. Excerpts from 0ther Texts 
Pertinent. to Testing .on Elementary Level 
Dr. Russel N~ Squire, in his discussie~ o:f music test-
ing, tells us the value of' a test dep.ends upon several factors: 
]/.Jacob Kwalwasser .and Peter Dykema, K. D. Music Test, Revised 
1940, Carl Fischer, In.e., New~York. 
g/Russel N. Squi:re, Int~oducti-on to Music Education, Ronald 
Press Company, New York, 1951, 185 PP• 
11 
tl (1) validity; (2) reliability; (3) ease. o:r administering test; 
<4> expense; (5) group or individual testing; (6) f'indings 
valid. By validity, Dr. Squire me.ans, "Does. it. test what it 
sets out to test?" 
In the Encyclopedia of EducationaLRe.search,.!/ Mursell 
claims that musical behavior, as in s.ight~singing, playing 
the piano, and taking. courses in the.ory and._app.lied music, 
should be th.e criterion. Sea.shor.e. call.s ... this .. the "Omnibus 
. ·' 
Theory" .and rejects .it in favor of a. ,.Theory of' Specif'ics," 
stating the validity of m.usic talent .testing depends upon the 
isolation of the factors selected for meas.uremeats. and not 
upon external criteria. 
Re:mmersY says of measuring spe.cial a.biliti.es, the method 
of making the breakdown through. the .f'ac.tor .analys.i.s in cul-
turally determined. fields of endeavor is by a perceptual 
factor, or readiness to dis cover and .id.entif'y perceptual 
details,. and by a. Immory. f'actor, requir..ing paired associ-
ations or the. recognition of recent.l:y-lear.ned. material. 
Mursell.J/ in hi.s text, Music in .the .. American Soho.ols, 
says that, in the .first place, one should. under.atand tba t 
1/Enc;tc.lopedia.o.f' .Educational Re.s.ea.r.ch, .. "A Project of' the 
Americ.an Education Res.earch Associ.ati.on,." Revi.sed. Edition, 
Macmillan Company, New York, 1950. 
_g/H.. H. Remmers ail d .. N. L •. Ga.ge, Educ.at.i onal. Mea~tur:em.ent .. and 
Evaluation, Revis.ed Edition, Harper and .. Br.oth.ers., .. New York, 
1955, 65o PP· . 
1/James L. Murse11,. Mus.ic i.n the American S.chools, Silver 
~urdett, .Morristown, .. New Jersey,. 1943, 312 PP• 
12 
hearing--all the way from the most relaxed and uncritical 
enjoyment to the most precise and exacting analysis--depends 
upon mental control and mental training. It is a matter of 
proper discrimination and of proper noticing. 
In his book, Principles and.Programs, Murse11.!/ says 
that the use of instruments ean contribute much that is 
valuable, even essential, to musical growth. The study of 
an instrument opens up a whole new range of musical possi-
bilities for a child. 
In Education for Musical Growth, Mursellg( asks the 
question whether· or not it is tbe school• s function to dls-
cover· talent. Then he goes on to say that tbe re is strong 
reason to believe that a vital sequence of general music 
actually f0sters .tal.ent: 
ttrt opens up the world of music to the pupil; 
it stimulates musical awareness and musical 
initiative; it encourages the student to make 
eonstructi ve musical choi.ce.s and dis eoveries; it 
brings him varied experiences of success with 
music. The whole tendency is to create and 
strengthen the will to be musical. tt 
Robert and Verni.ce Nye,.l/ in their. book on elementary 
music, quote by special permission f'rom "The Child's Bill 
]/.James L. Mursell, Music Education, Principles and--Pro~rams, 
Silver Bnrdett Company, Morristown, New Jersey, 1956, 3 6 PP• 
2/James L. Mursell, ~ducation for Musical Growth, Ginn and 
trompany, New York, 1948, 288 pp. 
l(Robert Evans Nye and Vernice Trousdale Nye, Music in the 
Elementary Schools~ Prentice-Hall, Ince, Englewood Clif'fs, 
New Jersey, 1957, p. 19. 
13 
of Rights in Music.n Article V of this bill. of rights states 
that every child shall E>e g1 ven the opportuni.ty to have his 
interest and pewer in music explored and developed to the 
end that unusual talent may be utilized for the enrichment 
of the individual. and society. 
Paul Mathews!/ tells us the facts and skills which 
children acq1a.ire as they go through schoel. are only inciden-
tal:_ The real part of music is the emotional experience 
that it brings. 
Therefore, through our testing pro gram, talent is being 
found and explored, gt.ving. experie.nces and enrichment through. 
music education. 
]/Paul Wentworth Mathews, You Can Teach-Music, E. P. Dutton 
and Company, Inc., New York, 1953, _10: 164". 
CHAPTER III 
PLAN OF STUDY 
Survey and findin~s.-- An elementary school instrumental 
survey was made for the purpose of finding out how other corn.-
mLtnities in the United States carried out their instrumental 
program, _at_ tbe elen;n~?-?~~! -~evel. Thirty-five questionnaires 
were sent out ar:d twenty-three music teachers responded. 
Tl:le _ ~uestionnaire_ consisted of twenty questi ms perti-
nent to organization and technique of an instrumental program. 
The most pertinent question to this study was that of talent 
- . ---- ... -- ' - -. 
testing before instrument study. It was found that over 60 
- . -
per cent of the schools used some phase of talent testing 
before placing children in instrumental study. The question~ 
naire and summary can be found in the Appendix, page 68. 
Selection of test.-- As one music teacher was to do all 
the testing and correcting for over one thousand Children in 
the fourth grades, it was inevitable the test should be short 
and yet cover the essential factors of rhythm, pitch, time, 
etc. Only one recorded test was found that tested pitch, 
rhythm, time, and loudness and yet could be given to a group 
of children in thirty minutes or less. That was the test o~ 
music talent prepared by Dr. Jacob Kwalwasser, Professor af 
Research in Music Education at Syracuse University. In 
.. 
--
15 
examination of this test by other members of the elementary 
music staff of the Warwick public schools, the opinion was 
that the test was too difficult :ror students 0f the fourth 
grade. An experimental program of testing was started at 
the sixth-grade level. This proved successful. 
The class f'ollowed a normal curve of' accomplishment in 
scoring and percentile, so the testing was pushed back to 
f'if'th-grade classes.. They, too, were able to participate 
in the test, and scoring followed ~e normal curve. Then 
the testing was pushed one grade lower to the fourth grade .. 
In the first group participating, one child achieved a rank 
of' one hundred percentile. The rest of the class followed 
a normal curve, as ·the previous classes had scored. The 
assumption was that, if' one class of the fourth grade could 
achieve scores comparable to the fifth and sixth grade, the 
test was not too difficult, and the testing program was 
started. 
Organization and administration of' test.-- Twenty~one 
o:r·the twenty-seven schools in Warwick have fourth grades. 
A plan was drawn up whereby two schools could be tested in 
the morning and one in the afternoon, scheduling the schools 
by their location. The principals of' the schools were 
contacted, and, in some instances, two classes could be 
tested at one time to advantage. . In seven days, the testing 
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was completed. 
Because of much illness in the system at the time, 
approximately three hundred students missed the test. In 
one instance, a whole classroom of pupils and the teacher 
were out of school-with the prevaling grippe. Nevertheless, 
the testing proved satisfactory to all--principal, class-
room teacher, and instrumental instructors. 
In each classroom, the children were each supplied 
with a test sheet containing forty selections,_ twenty in 
each of two columns. Only four words were used throughout 
the test, and it was essential that all the children under-
~ 
stand their meaning. Pitch, Rhythm, Time, Loudness were 
the four words which were placed on the board, with the 
meaning of each discus sed at length. 
As the term "Loudness n was described, the administrator 
showed the children loud·and soft with the singing voice. 
Each word was explained carefully in this fashion; 11Time" 
meaning fast and slow; "Pitch" meaning high or low; and 
nRhythm" meaning a change in the pattern of the notes. 
The first four questions on the test blank were done 
orally. Then, if more explanation was needed, the admin-
istrator reviewed the meaning of the words. At no time did 
the complete test require over thirty minute~. The recording 
' 
time was ten minutes for both sides of the record. The first 
twenty, or the first column of the test, were found on one 
------------------------ ---l 
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side of the record; and the second column, from twenty-one 
to forty, on the second side of the recorde 
The tests were hand-corrected with a masque and scored 
on the test sheet with the percentile mark also. Each test 
was returned to the fourth grade teacher to be kept in the 
child 1 s folder. 
Results obtained.-- Master sheets or evaluation sheets 
were made from the test results by schools. This evaluation 
sheet includes the score and percentile of the test made by 
each child, the child's chronological age, and his intel= 
ligenee quotient. These evaluation sheets were used as a 
basis for the statistical analysis. 
·cHAPTER IV 
ANALYSIS OF DATA OF MUSIC TArnNT TESTING 
The evaluation of the. total. fourth grade school 
-eopulation.-- In each school tested, an eva.luation sheet 
was. made consisting of the child's name, his music test 
score, the percentile into which his score fell, his 
chronological age, and the intelligence quotient. 
By grouping the evaluations from the twent.y-one schools 
and summarizing the results, the ·following data have been 
compiled. 
Table 1. Mean--a.lld Standard Davia tion for .the Chronological 
8 
Age and Intelligence ~uotient on the Total Population 
of Fourth Grade Students 
.. Chronological Age Intelligence Quotient 
Range Mean. S.D. Ran~e. Mean S.D. 
yrs. 5 mo. 
to 9 yrs. 4- mo. 7·17 c-78-134- 105.1.5 9·75 
11 yrs. 5 mo. ·~ ' 
~ 
The above table indicates tha.t the Chronological Age 
range was f'rom_ 8 years 5 months. t.o 11. years 5 months., the Mean 
Age being 9 years 4- months and the Standard .De.vi at ion 7.17. 
The above table also indicates that the Intelligence 
~uotients range. f:rom 78 to 134-, the Mean I.Q. being 105.15 
. 
and the Standard Deviation 9.75. 
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At the time of the talent testing, the Intelligence 
~uotients and Chronological Ages for the total population 
were not available. Therefore, the reader wili note that 
the Mean and Standard Deviation are figured on the basis of 
1,023 children instead of the number used in reference to 
the talent testing. 
Table 2. Mean and S.D. of Music Talent Test Scores for the 
Total Fourth Grade Population 
Range Mean S.D. 
26.21 1.16 
19 
The above table indicates that the scores on the talent 
test ranged from 16 or the third per cent ile to 36 or the lOOth 
/ 
percentile. The Mean score 26.21 falls at the sixty secaod 
percentile indicating on the average a fair degree of talent 
is available within the total fourth'grade population. 
--==-· 
-
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Table 3· Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Scores--Apponaug School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 33 97 
2 32 95 
4 32 95 30 88 5 30 88 
6 30 88 
7 29' 83 
8 ~~ 83 9 77 10 28 77 
11 28 77 
12 28 77 
hl 27 70 27 70 15 27 70 
16 27 70 
17 27 70 
18 27 l~ 19 26 
20 26 62 
21 26 62 
22 26 62 
~' 26 62 25 53 ~l 25 53 ~ § 27 28 ~ 29 43 
30 23 33 
31 22 25 
32 22 25 
~~ 22 25 22 25 
~~ 22 25 22 25 
37 2J_ 19 
Range: 21-33 Mean!: 26.18 S.D~ :: 2.82 
. , 
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The pre ceding table indicates that the scores on the 
talent test in the Apponaug SChool ranged from 21 or the 
nineteenth percentile to 33 or the ninety seventh percentile .. 
The Mean score 26.18 falls at the sixty second percentile, 
indicating a fair degree of talent is available within the 
Apponaug School. 
-22 
Table 4· Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Scores--Conimicut School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 36 100 
2 33 97 
~ 31 92 31 92 
5 30 88 
6 30 88 
7 30 88 
8 30 88 
9 30 88 10 29 83 
11 29 83 
12 29 83 
i4 ~~ 83 77 
15 28 77 
16 28 77 
17 28 77 
18 28 77 
19 27 70 
20 27 70 
21 27 70 
22 27 70 
~' 27 70 27 70 25 27 z~ 20 26 
27 26 62 
28 26 62 
29 25 53 
30 25 53 
31 25 53 
32 25 53 
~' 25. 53 25 tti §6 24 24 
37 23 33 
38 23 33 
46 23 33 23 33 
41 23 33 
4-2 23 33 (concluded on next page) 
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- Table 4· (concluded) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number ~ 22 25 22 25 22 25 4t> 22 25 
ttJ 21 19 21 19 
49 20 13 50 20 13 
51 19 ~ 52 17 
Range: 16-36 Mean: 25.40 S.D.:: 3·90 
In the previous table it is indicated that the scores on 
the talent test in the Conimieut School ranged from 16 to 36 
or from the third percentile to the one hundredth percentile. 
The Mean score being 25.40 or the fifty third percentile 
indicates tbat the amount of talent available is less than 
average in the Conimieut School. The sixty second percentile 
is the average pereenti le for the total population. 
-Table 5- Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. ror Talent 
Test Scores-~Cowesett School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 36 100 
2 32 95 
~ 31 92 30 88 29 83 6 ~~ 83 7 77 8 28 77 
9 28 77 10 28 77 
11 27 70 
12 ~6 l~ ~ 26 62 15 26 62 
16 26 62 
17 ~ B 18 
1 21 1 
Range: 19-36 Mean: 25.52 S.D.: 3.42 
The above table indicates the Mean score ror Cowesett 
School is 25.52 or the rir ty third per cent ile. The r ang e or 
score is rrom 19 or the ninth percentile to 36 or the one 
hundredth percentile. The Standard Deviation or variability 
is 3 ·42· 
e 
-
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Table 6. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Scores--John Brown Francis School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 36 100 
2 ~tt 99 a 99 32 95 
~ 31 92 31 92 
7 31 92 
8 31 92 
9 31 92 
10 31 92 
11 31 92 
12 31 ~~ i~ 30 30 88 
15 30 88 
16 30 88 
17 30 88 
18 30 88 
19 30 88 
20 30 88 
21 30 88 
22 30 88 
~'. 30 88 29 83 25 29 83 
26 29 83 
27 29 83 
28 29 83 
29 29 83 
30 29 83 
31 29 83 
32 29 83 
~~ 29 83 28 77 
~~ 28 77 28 77 
37 28 77 
38 28 77 
39 28 77 
40 28 77 
41 27 70 
42 27 70 (concluded on next page) 
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Table 6. (concluded) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 43 27 70 
~ 27 70 27 70 
46 26 62 
tt~ 26 62 26 62 
49 26 62 50 25 53 
51 25 53 
52 25 53 
g~ 25 53 25 53 
~~ 25 53 25 53 
57 25 53 
58 25 
fi ~6 ~ 
e 61 2Y- tt3 62 2l4- ~d 63 24 ~t 24 tt~ ~ 66 ~ 67 24 68 23 33 
69 23 33 
70 23 33 
71 23 33 
72 23 33 
~~ 22 25 22 25 
il 22 25 21 19 
77 21 19 
78 20 1.3 
79 19 ~ 80 17 
Range: 16-36 Mean: 27.02 S.D.: ~·37 
27 
The range of scores in the preceding table is from 16 or 
the third percentile to 36 or the one hundredth percentile. 
The Mean score is 27.02 or the seventieth percentile. The 
Standard Deviation is small. The John Brown Francis School 
shows a better than average degree of music talent available. 
e 
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Table 7· Percentile, Distribution, Meanj and S.D. ~or Talent 
Test Scores--John Greene School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 35 100 
2 ~ff- 100 ~ 99 31 92 31 92 
0 31 92 
7 31 92 
8 30 88 
9 30 88 
10 30 88 
11 30 88 
12 30 88 
M 30 88 30 88 
15 29 83 
1o 29 83 17 29 83 18 29 83 19 29 83 20 29 83 21 29 83 22 29 83 2') 29 83 
24 29 83 25 29 83 26 29 83 
27 28 77 
28 28 77 
29 28 77 
30 28 77 
31 28 77 
32 28 77 
~~ 27 70 27 70 
~t 27 70. 27 70 
37 27 70 
38 27 70 
46 27 70 27 70 
41 27 70 
(continued on next page) 
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·- Table 7. (continued) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 42 27 70 
t1 27 70 27 70 
ttl 27 70 27 70 
tt~ 27 70 fl l~ 49 50 26 62 
51 26 62 
52 26 62 
~~ 26 62 26 62 26 . 62 5b 26 62 
57 26 62 58 26 62 
~6 25 53 25 53 
61 25 53 
62 25 53 
~' 25 53 25 53 ~~ 25 53 25 53 
67 25 53 
68 25 53 
69 25 53 
70 25 53 
71 ~~ g§ 72 
~~ 24 43 ~ 43 ~l 43 24 tt3 77 ~ 4~ 78 
79 23 33 80 23 33 
81 23 33 
82 23 33 
~~ 23 33 23 33 (concluded on next page) 
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,- Table 7. (concluded) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 85 22 25 
8o 22 25 
87 22 25 
88 22 25 
89 22 25 
90 22 25 
91 22 25 
92 22 25 
~~ 21 19 21 19 
95 21 19 
96 21 19 
97 21 19 
98 20 13 
99 19 9 
100 19 9 
101 i6 9 102 3 
Range: 16-35 Mean: 26.08 S.D.: 1.50 
The preceding table indicates the scores on the talent 
test range from 16 or the third percentile to 36 or the one 
hundredth percentile. The Mean score 26.08 is in the sixty 
second percentile showing a fair degree of talent available 
at the John Greene School. The measure of variability or 
Standard Deviation is 1.50. 
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Table 8. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. ror Talent 
Test Scores--Greenwood School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 33 97 
2 32 95 
~ 32 95 32 95 31 1 92 6 31 92 
7 31 92 
8 31 92 
9 30 88 
10 30 88 
11 30 88 
12 30 88 
M 30 88 29 83 
i6 29 83 29 83 
17 29 83 
18 29 83 
19 29 83 
20 28 77 
21 28 77 
22 27 70 
~ 27 70 27 70 25 27 70 
i6 2} bg 27 2o 
28 26 62 
29 26 62 
30 26 62 
31 26 62 
32 25 53 
~4 25 53 ~ ~ ~~ 24 4~ 37 24 
38 23 33 
46 22 25 22 25 
41 21 19 
42 21 19 ~ 20 13 20 13 19 9 
Range: 19-33 Mean: 26.87 S.D .. : 2 .. 55 
32 
The range of scores on the talent test is from 19 to 
33 or the ninth percentile to the ninety seventh percentile. 
Table 8 indicates the Mean score is 26.87 or the sixty second 
percentile. This shows an average degree of talent available 
in the Greenwood School. 
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Table 9· Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D .. :for Talent 
Test Scores--Hillsgrove School 
Child .Score Percentile 
Number 1 31 ~j 2 29 
~ 29 83 29 83 29 83 
6 29 83 
7 28 77 
8 28 77 
9 27 70 
10 27 70 
11 ~l 70 12 62 
i4 26 62 26 62 15 26 62 
19 ~ ~~ 17 I 18 22 25 
19 22 25 
20 21 19 
21 20 13 
22 20 13 
~~ 19 ~ i6 25 3 
Range: 16-31 Mean: 24·96 S.D.: 3-83 
The above table indicates the range of' scores in the 
music talent test is 16 or the third percentile to 31 or the 
ninety second percentile. The Mean score is 24.96 or the 
:forty third percentile which is below the average amount of' 
music talent available at the Hillsgrove School. 
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Table 10~ Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Scores--Randall Holden School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 31+ 99 
2 33 97 
~ 33 97 31 92 31 92 
6 30 88 
7 29 83 
8 29 83 
9 .29 83 10 28 77 
11 28 77 
12 28 77 
i~ 28 77 27 70 
i~ ~l lg 
17 26 62 
18 26 62 
19. 26 62 
20 26 62 
21 26 62 
22 26 62 
~~ 25 53 25 53 
25 25 53 
26 25 53 
27 25 53 
28 25 53 
29 25 t~ 30 ~ 31 4~ 32 24 
~R ~ tt~ ~~ 24 tt5 24 
37 24 tt3 38 ~ 45 46 23 33 41 23 33 
42 23 33 (concluded on next page) 
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Table 10. (concluded) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number ~ 22 25 21 19 
frg 21 19 20 13 
fr~ 20 13 20 
. 1~ 49 .17 50 17 4 
Range: 17-34 Mean: 25.44 S .. D.: 2.19 
The preceding table indicates the talent test scores at 
the Randall Holden School range from 17 or the fourth percentile 
to 34 or the ninety ninth percentile. The Mean score is 25.44 
or the fifty third percentile, indicating that less than the 
average degree _of musical 'talent is available at the Randall 
Holden School. 
e 
Table 11. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. ror Talent 
Test Scores--Ezekiel Holliman School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 ~ft 99 2 99 
' 
33 97 
32 95 
5 31 92 
0 31 92 
7 31 92 
8 31 92 
9 31 92 
10 30 88 
11 30 88 
12 30 88 
M 30 88 30 88 15 29 83 
16 29 83 
17 29 83 
18 29 83 
19 29 83 
20 29 83 
21 29 83 
22 29 83 
~' 29 83 29 83 25 28 77 20 28 77 
27 28 77 
28 28 77 
29 28 77 
30 28 77 
31 28 77 
32 28 77 
~4. 28 77 28 77 35 28 77 
36 27 70 
37 27 70 
38 27 70 
~6 27 70 27 70 
41 27 70 
r 27 70 27 70 ~ 27 70 (concluded on next page) 
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.e Table 11. (concluded) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number ~5 27 70 
46 ~l b~ tt~ 26 62 
~6 26 62 26 62 
51 26 .62 
52 26 62 
~~ 26 62 26 62 26 62 5o 26 62 
57 25 53 
58 25 53 
66 25 53 25 53 
61 25 .53 
62 2.5 53 
u 25 R5 24 24 tt~ 66 ~ 67 tt~ 68 24 69 23 33 
70 23 33 
71 23 33 
72 23 33 
~4 22 2.5 22 2.5 75 22 2.5 
76 21 19 
77 21 19 
78 21 19 
79 21 19 Bo 20 13 
Range: 17-34 Mean: 26.73 S.D.: 3·09 
38 
The preceding table indicates the Mean score for the 
Ezekiel Holliman School is 26.73 or the sixty second percentile, 
while the range of scores is from 17 or the fourth percentile 
to 34 or the ninety ninth percentile. This school has a fair 
degree of talent available. 
e 
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Table 12. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Scores- .... Lakewood School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 31 92 
2 31 92 
~ 30 88 30 88 30 88 
6 29 83 
7 29 83 
8 28 77 
9 27 70 10 ~b b~ 11 
12 26 62 
~ 26 62 26 62 
15 25 53 
10 25 53 
17 ~ 53 18 tt~ 19 24 20 23 33 
21 23 33 
22 23 33 
M 23 33 22 25 
Range: 17-31 Mean: 26.01 S.D .. : 1.89 
The above table indicates the scores on the talent test 
range from 17 or the fourth percentile to 31 or the ninety 
second percentile. The Mean score falls at the 26.01 or the 
sixty second percentile, indicating a fair degree of talent is 
available at the Lakewood School. 
e 
Table 13. Percentile, Distrib4tion, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Scores--Lippitt School 
' 
Child Scof.e Percentile 
Number 1 34 99 2 32 95 
' 95 ~ 32 34 95 32 95 
6 3~ 92 
7 31 92 
8 3Q 88 
9 30 88 10 30: 88 
11 30 88 
12 29, 83 
hl 29 83 29 83 
15 2~ 83 16 2 ! 77 
17 28' 77 
18 28!: 77 
19 28, 77 
20 28 77 
21 28 77 
22 28 77 
~ 28 77 28 77 ~g 28 77 27 70 
27 27 70 
28 27 70 
29 27 70 
30 27 70 
31 27 70 
32 27 70 
~' ~l lg ~~ 26' 62 26: 62 
37 26 62 
38 26 62 
~6 26 62 26 62 
41 26 62 
42 26 62 
43 26 62 
(concluded on next page) 
Table 13. (concluded) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 44 25 53 
tt~ 25 53 25 53 
tt~ 25 53 25 53 
49 25 53 50 25 53 
51 25 53 
52 25 53 
53 25 53 
54 25 53 
~~ 25 53 25 53 
57 ~ '~ 58 £6 24 23 33 61 23 33 
62 23 33 
~4 23 33 22 25 ~·~ 22 25 22 25 
67 22 25 
68 21 19 
69 21 19 
70 i~ ~ 71 
Range: 17-34 Mean: 26 ·31 S.D.: 
The preceding table indicates the scores on the talent 
test at the Lippitt School range from 17 to 34 or from the 
fourth per cent ile to the ninety ninth percentile. The Mean 
score of 26.31 falls in the sixty second percentile.. This 
shows a fair degree of talent available. 
2-31 
e 
Table J.4. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S .. D. :for Talen·t 
Test Scores--Natick School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 31 92 
2 31 92 
~ 31 92 31 92 
5 30 88 
6 29 83 
7 29 83 
8 29 83 
9 28 77 10 28 77 
11 27 70 
12 27 70 
~ 27 70 27 70 15 27 70 
16 27 70 
17 27 lg 18 26 
19 26 62 
20 26 62 
21 26 62 
22 26 62 
~' 26 62 26 62 25 25 53 2o 25 53 
27 ~[ tt~ 28 29 2L~ 
30 24 43 
31 23 33 
32 23 33 
~~ 22 25 22 25 
§~ 22 25 22 25 
37 21 19 
38 20 13 
39 20 13 
Range: 20-31 Mean: 25.92 S.D.: 3.0 
Talent test scores in Natick School range rrom 20 to 
31 or the thirteenth percentile to the ninety second percentile~ 
The Mean score is 25.92 or the fifty third percentile. This 
indicates there is less than average degree of talent available 
within the Natick School. 
.e 
Table 15. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Scores~-Nausauket School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 31 92 
2 30 88 
~ 30 88 29 83 29 83 
b 29 83 
7 28 77 
8 28 77 
9 28 77 
10 28 77 
11 28 77 
12 28 77 
~ 28 77 28 77 27 70 
16 ~l 6~ 17 
18 26 62 
19 26 62 
20 26 62 
21 26 62 
22 25 53 
~~ 25 53 ~[ K~ 
26 ~ fr3 27 4~ 28 24 
29 23 33 
30 21 19 
31 21 19 
Range: 21-31 Mean: 26.43 S.D.: 2 .. 31 
The range of talent test scores, in the above table, is 
I 
from 21 or the nineteenth percentile to 31 or the ninety second 
percentile.. The Mean score or 26.43 or the sixty second 
percentile indicates a fair degree or talent available in the 
Nausauket School. 
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Table 16. Percentile~ Distribution, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Scores--Norwood School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 30 88 
2 30 88 
~ 28 77 28 77 27 70 
0 27 70 
~ 27 70 ~l l~ 9 
10 26 62 
11 25 53 
12 25 53 
M ~ '~ i~ 24 ~ ~ ~ 17 18 23 33 
19 23 33 
20 23 33 
21 23 33 
22 22 25 
~4 21 19 20 1~ 25 17 
Range: 16-30 Mean: 24· 74 S.D.: 2.85 
The above table indicates the talent test score in the 
N or'wood School bas a range .... oi' 16 or the third percentile to 
30 or the eighty eighth percentile. The Mean score is 24.74 
or the forty third percentile, which is less than the average 
degree of talent available in the total population of the 
Norwood fourth grade. 
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Table 17. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Scores--Oakland Beach School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 32 95 
2 31 92 
~ 29 83 29 83 29 83 b 29 83 
7 29 83 
8 29 83 
9 28 77 
10 28 77 
11 28 77 
12 28 77 
i4 28 77 28 77 
15 28 77 
16 28 77 
17 28 77 18 27 70 
19 27 70 
20 27 70 
21 27 70 
22 27 70 
~ 27 70 27 70 
25 27 70 
20 27 70 
27 ~6 6~ 28 
29 26 62 
30 26 62 
31 26 62 
32 26 62 
5~ 26 62 26 62 §l 26 62 26 62 
37 26 62 
38 26 62 
~6 26 62 25 53 
41 25 53 
42 25 53 (concluded on next page) 
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Table 17 •. (concluded) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number tt4 24 43 ~ 43 frg tt§ 24 
tt~ ~ tt§ 
49 
mt fr~ 50 51 ~ tt§ 52 
~~ 24 tt~ 24 23 33 
56 23 33 
57 23 33 
58 23 33 
59 23 33 6o 23 33 61 22 25 
62 22 25 
~~ 21 19 21 19 21 19 66 21 19 
67 21 19 
68 21 19 
69 21 19 
70 21 19 
71 21 19 
72 20 l~ ~~ 17 ib 4 ~~ 3 16 3 
Range: 16-32 Mean: 25.15 S.D.: 2.91 
The Oakland Beach School has a range or 16 or the third 
percentile to 32 or the ninety fifth percentile in the talent 
e .test scores. The Mean score or 25.15 or the fifty third per-
centile indicates less than the average degree of talent is 
48 
available in this school. 
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Table 18. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Scores--Pontiac School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 32 95 2 31 92 
~ 31 ~§ 30 29 83 29 83 
7 29 83 
8 29 83 
9 28 77 10 28 77 
11 27 70 
12 ~l 6~ N 26 62 
15 26 62 
16 26 62 
17 26 62 
18 26 62 
19 25 53 
20 25 53 
21 25 53 
22 25 53 
& ~ ~~ 
25 23 33 
26 23 33 
27 23 33 
28 22 25 
29 21 19 
30 20 13 
31 18 5 
Range: 18-32 Mean: 26.08 S.D.: 3-12 
The above table indicates the range of talent test scores 
in the Pontiac School is from 18 or the fifth percentile to 32 
·or the ninety fifth percentile. The Mean score of 26.08 or the 
sixty second percentile shows a fair degree of talent available 
within the population of this school. 
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Table 19. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Scores--Potowomut School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number l 32 95 
2 29 83 
~ 28 77 27 70 27 70 
6 27 70 
7 27. 70 
8 27 70 
9 27 70 
10 27 l~ 11 2o 
12 26 62 
13 26 62 
i~ 26 62 ~ ~ 16 17 ~ 18 43 
19 23 33 
20 22 25 
Range: 22-32 Mean: 26.55 S.D.; 2.19 
The Potowomut School has a ran@3 of 22 to 32 in talent 
test scores or the twenty fifth percentile to the ninety fifth 
percentile. The Mean score of 26.55 indicates an average 
degree of talent available. 
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Table 20. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S .• D .. for Talent 
Test Scores--Christopher Rhodes School 
Child 
Number 1 
2 
~ 
b 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
1.5 
10 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
~~ 
25 
20 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
§~ 
35 
30 
37 
38 
46 
41 
42 
Score 
34 §tt 
33 
33 
32 
31 
31 
31 
31 
30 
30 
30 
30 
30 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
28 
28 
28 
28 
27 
27 
27 
27 
27 
27 
27 
~b 
26 
26 
26 
26 
26 
26 
(concluded on next page) 
$~st0n Um!veT~itw 
£chao], of Education 
Library 
Percentile 
99 
99 
99 
97 
97 
95 
92 
92 
92 
~g 
88 
88 
88 
88 
83 
83 
83 
83 
83 
83 
83 
83 
77 
77 
77 
77 
70 
70 
70 
70 
70 
70 
70 
l~ 
62 
62 
62 
62 
62 
62 
52 
e Table 20. (concluded) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number tt4. 26 62 26 62 
45 25 53 
46 25 53 
tt~ 25 53 25 53 
~6 25 53 25 53 
51 25 53 
52 25 53 
~~ 25 53 25 53 ~~ § 57 ~ 58 tt3 gz ~ 45 61 23 33 62 23 33 
~i 23 33 22 25 22 25 
66 22 25 
67 21 19 68 21 19 
69 21 19 
70 21 19 
71 20 13 
72 20 13 
73 19 9 
Range: 19-34 Mean: 26.55 S.D.: 1 .. 11 
The pre ceding table shows the range of' scores in the talent 
test is f'rom 19 or the ninth percentile to 34 or the ninety 
ninth percentile. The Mean score of' 26.55 indicates a f'air 
degree of' talent is available in the Christopher Rhodes School. 
53 
The measure of variability is narrow, the Standard Deviation 
being 1.11. 
e 
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Table 21. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. f'or Talent 
Test Scores--Warren A. Sherman School 
Child Score Percenti 1e 
Number 1 32 95 
2 32 95 
~ 31 92 31 92 
5 30 88 0 30 88 
7 30 88 
8 30 88 
9 29 83 
10 29 83 
11 29 83 
12 28 77 
i~ 28 77 28 77 
15 28 77 
1o 28 77 
17 28 77 
18 28 77 
19 28 77 
20 28 77 
21 28 77 
22 28 77 
23 27 70 
2h 27 70 
~t 27 70 27 70 
27 27 70 
28 27 70 
29 27 b~ 30 26 
31 26 62 
32 26 62 
~4 26 62 26 62 
5~ 26 62 26 62 
37 26 62 
38 26 62 
39• 26 62 
40 26 62 
41 26 62 
42 26 62 (concluded on next page) 
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Table 21. (concluded) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number u 25 53 25 53 
ttl 25 53 ~ B tt~ ~ ~6 tt3 ~ ?d 51 52 24 ~ ~~ ~ 45 23 33 23 33 
57 23 33 58 23 33 
~6 23 33 23 33 61 23 33 62 22 25 
~~ 22 25 22 25 21 19 
66 21 19 
67 21 19 
68 retest retest 
69 19 9 
70 19 l 71 17 
Range: 17-32 Mean: 25.69 S.D.: 2.55 
The preceding table indicates the range of talent test 
score in the Warren A. Sherman School is 17 or the fourth 
percentile to 32 or the ninety fifth percentile. The Mean 
score is 25.69 or the fifty third percentile. This shows the 
talent available in this school is ·less than average. 
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Table 22. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Seores~-John Wickes School · 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 §tt 99 2 99 
~ 33 97 32 95 32 95 0 32 95 
7 32 95 
8 31 92 
9 31 92 
10 31 92 
11 31 92 
12 31 ~~ i4 30 30 88 
15 30 88 
16 30 88 
17 30 88 
18' 30 88 
19 30 88 
20 30 88 
21 30 88 
22 29 83 
~~ 29 83 29 83 29 83 
26 29 83 
27 29 83 
28 28 77 
29 28 77 
30 28 77 
31 28 77 
32 28 77 
~~ 28 77 28 77 
~t 28 77 27 70 
37 27 70 
38 27 70 
~ 27 70 27 70 27 70 42 27 70 (continued to next page) 
e 
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Table 22. (continued) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 43 27 i 70 
@ 27 70 27 70 
4o 27 70 
tt~ 27 70 27 70 
~6 27 70 27 70 
51 27 70 
52 27 70 
n 27 70 27 70 ~6 6~ 5o 
57 26 62 58 26 62 
~6 26 62 26 62 
61 26 62 
62 26 62 
~~ 26 62 26 62 26 62 
66 26 62 
67 25 53 68 25 53 
69 25 53 
70 25 53 
71 25 53 
72 25 53 
~4 25 53 25 53 
~~ 25 53 25 53 
77 25 53 
78 ~ ~ 79 80 24-81 ~ ~ 82 4~ ~4 24 23 33 85 23 33 
86 23 33 
e 87 22 . 25 (concluded on next page) 
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Table 22• (concluded) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 88 22 25 
89 22 25 
90 22 25 
91 22 25 
92 21 19 
~~ 21 19 21 19 
95 21 19 
96 20 13 
97 19 4 98 17 
Range: 17-34 Mean: 27 .OJ S.D.: 2.97 
The John Wickes School talent test scores range from 
17 or the fourth percentile to 34 or the ninety ninth percentile. 
The Mean score of 27~03 or the seventieth percentile indicates 
better than average degree of music talent available in this 
school. 
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Table 23. Percentile, Distribution, Mean, and S.D. for Talent 
Test Scores--Elwood T. Wyman School 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 1 35 100 
2 33 97 
~ 33 97 32 95 
5 32 95 
6 32 95 
7 31 92 
8 31 92 
9 30 88 
10 30 88 
11 30 88 
12 30 88 
i~ 30 88 30 88 
15 29 83 
16 29 83 
17 29 83 
18 29 83 
19 29 83· 
20 28 77 
21 28 77 
22 28 77 
~4 28 77 28 77 
25 28 77 
26 28 77 
27 28 7r 
28 27 70 
29 27 70 
30 27 70 
31 27 70 
32 27 70 
~~ 27 70 27 70 
~~ 27 70 27 70 
37 27 70 
38 ~l l~ ~6 26 62 
41 26 62 42 26 62 (concluded on next page) 
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Table 23. (concluded) 
Child Score Percentile 
Number 43 26 62 
44 26 62 
ttg 26 62 25 53 
tt~ 25 53 25 53 ~6 25 53 25 53 
51 25 53 52 25 53 
n 25 § ~ 56 24 43 
57 23 33 58 23 33 
~6 23 33 23 33 61 23 33 62 23 33 ~~ 22 25 22 25 22 25 
66 22 25 
67 21 19 
68 20 13 
69 20 13 
70 20 13 
71 20 13 
72 i~ 9 73 5 
Range: 18=35 Mean: 2?.68 S.D.: 1.68 
The preceding table indicates the talent test scores for 
the Elwood T. Wyman School range from 18 or the fifth percentile 
to 35 or the one hundredth percentile. The Mean score of 27.68 
or the seventieth percentile shows better than average music 
talent is available in this school. The Standard Deviation 
of 1.16 indicates a narrow spread of variability. 
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CHAPTER V 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
Purpose of study.-- It was the purpose of this study 
to administer a test of musical talent to eleven hundred 
and twelve children~ the total fourth grade population of 
the Warwick public schools, in order to have an objective 
measure by which it could be determined whether a child 
would profit by instrtunental study. 
An analysis of the data revealed the following: 
1. The Mean score for the total population was 26. 21, 
a score which falls at the sixty second percentile. 
2. Six hundred and twenty nine of the eleven hundred 
and twelve children had scores of twenty six or 
better. A total of fifty six per cent of the 
fourth grade population was eligible for instru-
mental study. 
3. The writer sent an inquiry form to thirty five towns 
and cities to determine whether talent tests were 
used. Of the twenty three responses, sixty five per 
cent were using some objective measure of musica 1 
aptitude. 
4• Twenty one schools were tested in Warwick. No school 
had a Mean score lower than 24.74 or higher than 
2?.68. 
5. The music department sent letters to the six hundred 
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and twenty nine parents. Some response has been 
noted, but more is expected to come in dur.Lng 
next year. 
Suggestions for further research.--
1. Make a comparison of proficiency in playing an 
instrument between children who show aptitude and 
children who do not. 
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WARWICK SCHOOL DEPARTMENT 
WARWICK, ·moDE ISLAND 
ELEMENTARY INSTRUMENTAL MUSIC SURVEY 
1957-58 
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NAME __ ~-------------------------------------------------­
TITLE~------------------------------------------------
r CITY OR TOWN 
I --------------------------------------------------
1. Elementary school population~~-------------------------
i 
2. How many elementary children on instruments? 
I ------------
3· WhS.t grade.s do they include.?_~-----------~-
6. 
7· 
8 .. 
9· 
10. 
11. 
I 
How many instrumental teachers wo.rking in tb.e 
. ! 
I 
el~ment~ry school? 
I ----------------------------------------
1 . What is the salary schedule f'or instruments. 1 teachers? 
I 
! Travel Ex~ nses? 
I 
What instruments are taught in your elementary school? 
! 
i 
Wh~t is the average size of' your classes? 
----------------
I 
How many periods a week do you me.et the same children.?_ 
Wbdt is the lell:_gth of' each period? _____________ _ 
Ar~ children talent tested bef'ore entering tl::B 
i 
in~trumental classes?~.~--------~------------------------
I 
What inst.ruments us.ed in elemen tar:y .school classes are 
I 
I 
ow:rl.ed by the school department? 
--------------------------
~ 12. Do children buy their instruments through the school 
. Ja, 
·-
department? 
i -------------------------
13. 1 Do :elementary instrumental children give concerts? ______ _ 
Do 
1
elementary instrumental children participate in 
fe~tivals? ______________________________________________ __ 
' 15. Is !admission charged at these concerts? 
--------------
16. 
17. 
18. 
! 
Do iyou have an elementary orchestra or band? 
i -------
WhAt materials do you use in your beginning classes, 
l 
i 
or0hestra class, band class in elementary school? 
I ------
Is ithe instrumental teaching done in school time, or 
I 
i after school? _______________________________ __ 
19. Is i any instrumental work done on Saturdays with elementary 
children? 
i ------------------------------------------------
1 
20. Ar~ your instrumental teachers professional instrumen-
I 
I 
talists or music teachers with a general music background? 
I 
This survey is being taken in order to improve 
our elementary instrumental program in Warwick. We 
would appreciate your ·answers to any or all of the 
above questions • 
Wilma I. Nagel 
Elementary Supervisor 
• _, 
. ~."-, 
·~ 
Elementary Instrumental 
' s 5 58 M-q.sic urvey 19 7-
Prirpose:' To f'ind out how 
!other areas carry on their 
!instrumental music pro _gram 
'· El· School. ~ln em. 
i 
! 
I 
. 
1. 1• Elementary School Population 
2. Number of' Elementary Children 
I on Instruments 
' 
.l.!l_Grades Included 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
U.. :, Inst .Teachers in Elem. School 
I 
i 
5·, Salary Sched.-Travel Expenses 
! Inst. 
I 
6. i Inst:r1umen ts Taught 
I 
7· Average Size of' Classes 
8.[ Periods Per Week 
9· I Length of' Each Period 
o. Are Children Talent Tested 
1 Before Study 
1. ': S choo.l Owned Instruments 
2.! Instruments Purchased through 
:School Dept. by Children 
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4· :Participate in Festivals 
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Concerts 
6. ,Do You Have an Elem.Orche stra 
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{~ 
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o. Materials Used - See Original 
.Survey~ Sheets 
' 
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·Kw AL WASS·ER MUSIC TALENT TEST 
• L:J -. FORM B ~ 
Nam e ................................................................... : ................... Schooi ............................................................ Age .............. Grad e ................. 
Musical Training ..................................... : ......................................... .Length of Time. Studied ..... : ............................................................. 
Pitch D Rhythm D 21 Pitch CJ Time CJ 
2 loudness CJ Time CJ 22 Time c::J Pitch CJ 
3 Loudness CJ Pitch D 23 Pitch CJ Time D 
4 Pitch CJ Rhythm c::J 24 Pitch LJ Rhythm CJ 
5 Rhythm LJ Pitch CJ 25 Time c:J Pitch LJ 
6 Time CJ Pitch CJ 26 Loudness · c=J Rhythm D 
7 Pitch c=J Time c=J 27 Pitch c=J Time CJ 
8 Rhythm c=J Pitch CJ 28 Rhythm CJ Pitch c=J 
e 9 Pitch CJ Loudness· CJ: 29 Loudness 0 Pitch CJ 
-
10 Rhythm c=J Pitch CJ 30 Rhythm D Pitch D 
11 Time CJ Pitch D 31 Pitch 0 Rhythm D 
12 Rhythm CJ Pitch CJ 32 Pitch c=J Time c:=J 
13 Pitch CJ Rhythm c=J. 33 Loudness c=J Time D 
14 Time c=J Pitch r=J 34 Loudness CJ Rhythm r=J 
15 Loudness CJ Time c=J 35 Rhythm D ·Pitch D 
16 Rhythm CJ Pitch c=J 36 loudness CJ Rhythm CJ 
17 Pitch CJ Rhythm CJ 37 Time CJ Pitch CJ 
18 Time [==:J loudness CJ jg Time D Pitch D 
19 Loudness CJ Pitch ... [=:1 39 Rhythm CJ Pitch .c::J 
20 Rhythm · c=J Pitch c=J· 40 lovdness D Rhythm CJ 
• Copyright·1953 by Mills Music, Inc., 1619 Broadway, New York 19, N.Y. International Copyright Secured Made in U.S.A. All Rights Reserved 
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•• WARWICK SCHOOL DEPARTMENT 
MUSIC APTITUDE TEST 
Evaluation Sheet 
Teacher: Score Perce .. C~A- I.Q. 
-
School: 
' I 
1 • 
2 
3 
lL-
5 . .. 
6 
7 
8 
.. -
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 ' 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19· 
20 
21 
22 
23 24. 
25~ 
26 
27 
28 
29 
130 
,..--, •' ~ 
SAMP IiE LETTER 
Dear Parent: 
We wish to call your attention to the instrumental 
music classes being offered at the Warwick Elementary 
Schools. This program is a function of the Warwick Public 
Schools, and all lessons are freea Classes are offered in 
all legitimate orchestra instruments. 
This letter is sent to you to inform you that your 
child made an rating in The Music Talent Test 
which was given to all Warwick fourth grade pupils •. The 
test was given for the purpose of finding children with 
average or better than average musical ability. They are 
rated from this point: good, excellent, or superior. 
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We can predict that if your child shows an interest in 
the study of a musical instrument and he is physically 
adapted to the instrument that he will be a successful 
player, the degree of success depending on the time the 
child can give to practice of the instrument. 
We invite your cooperation in filling out and returning 
the enclosed blank to the classroom teacher. 
In closing may we remind you that thea e values are 
inherent in the type of activity we are offering your child: 
Music builds character 
Music develops wholesome companionship 
Music creates popularity 
Music promotes discipline 
MUSIC IS FUN. 
Sincerely yours, 
Instrumental Music Instructor 
Principal 
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WARWICK SCHOOL DEPARTMENT 
School Attending: ____________________________________ __ 
Parent • s Name 
--------------------------------------------
Child's Name ____________________________________________ _ 
Instrument Interest 
--------------------------------------
Owns Instrument 
------------------------------------------
Wishes to Purchase Instrument 
---------------------------
Wishes to Rent Instrument 
-------------------------------
Desires an appointment to discuss matter before purchase 
----
Time desired 
---------------------------------------------
Date: ________________________ __ 
r~-
lPTARWICK SCHOOL DEPART:MENT 
IVWSIC DEPART:MENT 
To explain more fully· about the renting and 
buying of musical instruments, as well as to answer 
questions concerning the i..YJ.S-t,ru:m.ental program., the 
music teacher will be at~ 
------------------------
at 
Mario Pera 
Louis Cuddy . 
Donald Downs 
school 
Instru~~ental MUsic Teachers 
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:. 
WARWICK SCHOOL DEPARTivlENT 
Dear Parent:: 
The Warwick School Department wi.ll loan a 
to your child for use during the 
'""{..-k":"'in-d-::-· -o...,f~in-s_,.,t._rume_·_n_t,...)~· -
school year and grants the privilege of taking the 
instrument home for the purpose of practicingo 
It is loaned on the conditi.on that ym Will be 
responsibl,e for loss or damage other than reasonable wear 
and tear, 
The instr'il.Irent may be recalled by 'the insitr'u.ctor 
before the end of the school year if there is just reasono 
If you are Willing to assume the responsibility 
as listed above., pleasE) sign below and return this letter 
to the school-o . 
Pupil 1 s Name 
liifchool 
Warwick Scho61 Department 
Parent's Signature 
I' 
